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Who Will Win in Congo-Kinshasa? 



By Kibwe Tcha-Malenge 

i 

In todays world, the struggle between exploited and 
exploiter has become the axis around which 
present day social life is revolving. The question 
of who is going to win victory in a given country is a matter of 
cardinal importance. Duringthisstruggle,each force isinspired by 
its own ideology and fights for the triumph of its most sacred prin- 
ciples. The forces of reaction are fighting for the triumph of their 
anti-people ideas, while the forces of progress are fighting forthe 
emancipation of mankind the world over. 

Therefore, the question of final victory, as a logical outcome of 
the struggle between opposite forces with divergent interests, 
becomes a matter of paramount significance. This question is par- 
ticularly essential under the conditions of people's war, which 
demands a spirit of volunteering to make sacrifices and the 
courage to face any onslaught launched by the enemy class. If 
every single thoughtof the revolutionary fighters is not channeled 
and oriented towards a fundamental objective for which we have 
accepted to fight and even to die, it is very difficult to arouse the 
great determination necessary. 

Starting from this principle and considering the complexity of 
the struggles within the Congolese society where the physical and 
moral forces are engaged in a fight, the outcome of which certain 
observers find difficultto predict, I thought it was essential towrite 
these few pages in order to explain the relations of forces between 
conflicting parties and ideologies, to eliminate the doubts and to 
to show which party and which ideology meet the requirements to 
win final victory in Congo-Kinshasa. 



3 



The collection of articles on this matter is entitled "Who Shall 
Win in Congo-Kinshasa?". The title already indicates the ex- 
istence of some interaction, based on force, between the various 
physical and moral persons: 

Of course there is a struggle between the international 
monopolists, i.e. between the U.S. imperialists and the old Belgian 
colonialists, competing for raw materials and hegemony over 
the Congo. 

There is a struggle waged against the people by the Congolese 
reaction in order to perpetuate imperialist exploitation. 

And finally, there is a struggle waged by the Congolese people 
against both U.S. imperialism and Belgian imperialism as well as 
against Congolese reaction in order to achieve genuine 
independence and social liberation. 

The Congolese society is therefore engaged in a process in- 
volving struggles on various fronts. Who is going to win all these 
struggles? Such is the question on which I intend to throw some 
light. 



I 

The Congolese Nation and the 
Contention Between the Imperialists 



The Congo occupies a vast territory of 2,344,932 square 
kilometers covered with fertile land, big mountains, gigantic 
forests and having a tremendous amount of wealth. 

Bordered in the north by the People's Republic of Congo- 
Brazzaville, the Central African Republic and Sudan; in the east by 
Uganda, Tanzania. Rwanda and Burundi; in the south by Zambia 
and Angola; and in the west by the Atlantic Ocean, our country is 
in the heart of the African continent, of which it constitutes 
therefore the centre of gravity. 

Compared with other countries the Congo has a surface area 
five times that of France, eighty times that of Belgium, and one 
thirteenth that of the African continent. Its extraordinary mine 
resources make it the best supplied country in the entire Africa, 
from the point of view of both variety and quality of the minerals 
extracted. The Congo therefore occupies a position of primary 
significance. 

The Congo is the biggest producer in the world of cobalt and 
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diamonds. It also ranks among the top producers of uranium, 
copper, tin and lithium. Besides these, manganese, iron, zinc, 
gold, tungsten, silver, platinum, tantalum, palladium, bauxite and 
petroleum, etc. are also found. Its agricultural products 
are: cocoa, coffee, rubber, copal, cotton, bananas, peanuts and 
palm oil, not to speak of fruits and vegetables, which represent 
significant wealth. The strategic and economic importance of 
these resources explain why any event in the Congo unleashes an 
uproar in the Western media. 

The Congo is amongst the most privileged countries not 
only in Africa, but in the world, for hydrography, just as for min- 
erals. Much more than the six other African countries having the 
name of a river (Senegal, Gambia, Upper Volta, Niger, Nigeria, 
Congo-Brazzaville), its name reflects a fundamental geographic 
reality. The Congolese territory corresponds almost entirely tothe 
drainage basin for the Congo river, which basin is one of the 
richest and largest in the world. Lengthwise, the Congo River is 
the sixth in the world, but from the point of view of its drainage 
area and the volume of its flow, it comes second only to the 
Amazon. Together with its affluents, the Congo river has 14,500 
kilometers of navigable routes for ships of 150 to 350 tons, and 
others for ships of 800 tons and over. Its flow is exceptionally 
regular, varying from 23,000 cubic meters to 75,000 cubic meters or 
approximately, from 1 to 3, while the flows of the Mississipi and 
the Nile vary respectively from 1 to 20 and from 1 to 48. It has im- 
portant reserves of hydro-electric power, estimated at some 103 
mill ion kilowatts, i.e. 13 per cent of the world capacity. The "Inga" 
site alone located in the lower-Congo, represents a potential of 30 
million kilowatts, a possibility of 225 billion kilowatt-hours a year, 
or twice the total production of France. 

Our country is a mosaic of various tribes, numbering about 200. 
Nevertheless, the Congolese population can be categorised in 
four main groups. 

The Pygmies constitute the oldest strata of the population. They 
were pushed into the forests by the Ban.tus' invasion during the 
last centuries. Now some small groupings are found in the Kibali- 
Inturi, in the Kivu, near Lake Mayi-Ndombe, in the Sankuru and in 
the Ubangui. 

The Bantus constitute the main part of the population. They oc- 
cupy two thirds of the Congolese territory. Their language in- 
volves prefixes, infixes and suffixes. The study of the Bantu 
languages leads to the conclusion that they have a common 
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source. 

The Sudanese came from Sudan between the 14th and the 19th 
centuries. They occupy a certain amount of territory located in the 
North-Eastern part of the country and along Lake Albert. They are 
the Alurs, the Kakwas, the Baris, the Lendus and the Lugbaras. 
Their languages are of Nilo-Sudanese inspiration. 

Indeed, each Congolese tribe speaks its own different language 
or dialect. There are over three hundred different languages or 
dialects spoken. Nevertheless, there are four main languages. 

The Kiswali language is spoken from the Eastern coast and in the 
Kisangani province regions. It is a Bantic language, enriched with 
Arabic elements. 

The Tshiluba language is spoken as its name indicates, by the 
population of the "Luba" ethnic group: the Luntus, the Luluas, the 
Balubas and the Konjis. 

The Kikongo language, spoken by the Bakongos, is used in the 
Lower-Congo and in part of the Kwango. 

The Lingala language, is spoken all along the Congo river, as 
well as in the Ubangui, in the Uele,and in the province of Equator. 

The Congolese nation not only has rich mineral and agricultural 
resources, but also long traditions of revolutionary struggles. Ai 
soon as the Belgian colonialists invaded our country, our people 
greeted them with arms. The Batetelas rebelled in 
Kusai, in 1895 and shortly after the Bampendes, in Kwilu. 
Chief Kasongo Nyembo waged guerilla warfare from 1906 to 1917. 
The Belgian Public Force, for the year 1915, had to undertake 
thirty armed expeditions. In 1919, Sankuru, Equator and the Mayi- 
Ndombe regions rose up in rebellion. Toall this must be added the 
resistance struggles waged by the Kings Sefu, Lumpungu, Kalam- 
ba, Lukengu and Msiri. All these resistance struggles had one 
goal : defend the Congolese nation's sovereignty against the greed 
of imperialism. 

In fact, this greed has been and is aroused by the Congo's 
peculiar natural features and conditions, as compared with other 
African countries. It is pertinent to state without any fear of denial, 
that because of its geographic location, as a cross-road state 
between northern, southern, eastern and western Africa, as well 
as because of its mineral, agricultural and energy resources, the 
Congo represents a great interest for world imperialism. 
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Strategic Interest 



The Congo is the only country in Africa with huge diversified 
resources. It has a material base for potential development which 
would allow it to eventually rank amongst the countries that are 
economically able to take up the responsibility of supporting 
revolutionary struggles against imperialism, neo-colonialism and 
reaction for genuine independence and social liberation of the 
working peoples. An economic power having such strategic 
products acquires moral and political -authority and would act as a 
reliable rear base for the anti-imperialist forces and is therefore 
very much sought by the capitalists. 

The capitalist powers fear such a development, which would 
upset their whole strategy of Africa. They are making everv effort 
to ensure that the Congo remains tied to them in the hope that 
starting from its territory they will be able to extend their in- 
fluence, as well as threaten and enslave other African countries. 

Large military airports have been built to facilitate an essential 
stop for military aircraft and invading troops coming from Europe 
and America before continuing to the rest of Africa. 

Today, many African countries are sending their troops for 
training in the Congo. A large number of paratroopers from coun- 
tries such as Chad, Burundi, Rwanda, Gabon, and the Central-Af- 
rican Republic are being trained in the Congo by U.S., Belgian and 
Israeli officers at the bases of Kamina and Kitona. Many officers of 
these counries are trained at the Luluaburg Commanders' School 
in Kasai. Military equipment as well as grants are provided by the 
imperialists through the Congolese government. During the 
training, the instructors are cultivating the friendships of the of- 
ficers in order to corrupt them and bring them' to work for the 
imperialists. 

These professional training courses are aimed at grooming 
agents of imperialism within the national armies of all these coun- 
tries, agents whose mission is to overthrow progressive 
governments that might come up and threaten the interests of the 
monopolies. 

It must be stated that for all imperialists the Congo is a strategic 
point for their aims of domination and exploitation. 

Mennen William, former U.S. Deputy Secretary of State himself 
clarified the issue in the Africa Report of August 1965, when he 

7 



wrote: "The first and possibly the most important basic fact about 
the Congo is that this country is the geographic as well as the 
strategic heart of Africa. What happens in the Congo has the 
greatest impact on the rest of Africa and all its neighbours. For this 
reason, added to the Congo's tremendous wealth, control over 
this country has been and remains sought for by many as a base 
area. The United States is interested in everything that happens in 
the Congo. They cannot tolerate communist control over this 
country" 



Economic Interest 



In addition to strategic purposes the Congo is coveted by the 
capitalist powers because of agricultural and industrial raw 
materials that are necessary to feed their inhabitants and make 
their trade prosperous. From palm oil to cobalt, the huge reserves 
of still unexploited wealth are making the vultures of Western 
Europe and North America go wild. Private lenders found in 
the Congo an opportunity for profitable investments of their 
capital. The imperialists are fiercely competing in order to supply 
spare parts as well as to sell their goods. 

In order to have a good understanding of their fierce 
competition, one must go back to the year 1969. Before the end of 
that year and more precisely, on June 24, 1969, the Mobutu 
government promulgated an investment code which opened all 
doors of the Congolese economy for monopoly penetration. This 
code allowed inter-imperialist competition. 

Six months after its implementation, the puppet Department of 
Economy had registered more than 40 investment projects, 
representing a total capital of more than $100 million. Based on 
maximum profit-seeking and competition, these projects were of 
U.S., French, Japanese and British origin and involved the most 
diversified sectors of the economy. 

U.S. businessmen rushed to invest in the mining sector in order 
to squeeze out the Belgian financial circles. The projects sub- 
mitted by "Leon Templesman and Sons" for the exploration and 
exploitation of Katanga's copper and tin reserves were not en- 
thusiastically greeted in Belgium. 

French projects were as numerous. In the main, they wanted to 
build a Renault assembly plant, a match factory, an industrial 
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bakery, a leather tanning factory and a textile factory in Kisangani. 
Refusing to leave the market at the sole disposal of the Americans 
and French, the British also showed interest in the setting up of a 
"Leyland Motors" assembly plant and a textile factory. The 
Japanese who already owned an important mining concession in 
Katanga were also concerned with the setting up of a giant 
galvanised sheet metal plant, the building of a textile factory and 
of a "Toyota" assembly plant. 

It is not useless to repeat that this host of investments turns our 
country into a source of raw materials and market for dumping 
the finished products of the capitalist world. 

The economic interest that the iCongo represents for the 
capitalists is at par with its strategic interest and indicates its 
political interest. 



Political Interest 



For anyone who understands that politics is the concentrated 
expression of economics, the imperialists' meddling in the 
political sphere cannot be mysterious. The imperialist powers are 
not only using the Congo as a profitable sphere of investment for 
their capital, but also as an important political instrument in their 
counter-revolutionary struggle in Africa. 

Just as on the military front, the Congo has taken up the res- 
ponsibility of training the journalists of many French-speaking Af- 
rican countries. The number of journalists is ever increasing in 
both electronic and written media. 

The journalistic training of foreign Africans in the Congo is 
financed by mining corporations>This way, the imperialists exer- 
cise a day to day control over what these journalists write once 
they have left the Congo and are back in their own countries. 
These journalists are pressuring public opinion towards accepting 
the so-called "free world" politics of imperialist exploitation. 

Furthermore, in order to protect their interests, the imperialists 
are trying to make the ideological and political line of the African 
governments consistent with their own world outlook. Many 
coups d"Etat in Central Africa have been staged from the Congo; 
the funds for these coups have been provided by the foreign 
monopolies gathered in the "Generale Congolaise des Minerais". 

The people of the People's Republic of the Congo will never 
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forget the counter-revolutionary commandoes which, from Kin- 
shasa, had tried in 1970 to overthrow their government, with the 
support of Mobutu and his masters. 

The plot against Congo-Brazzaville is part of the new U.S. 
imperialist strategy in Central Africa. This strategy was designed 
after the monopolist circles had failed in their manoeuvres to set 
up the United States of Central Africa, under the leadership of 
Congo-Kinshasa and with Mobutu as leader. 

All this illustrates what interests the Congo represents for the 
imperialists. 



Contention for Influence 



The importance of these interests has generated a fight for in- 
fluence among the imperialists. The old Belgian colonialists do 
not want the advantages of the Congo to profit other 
masters. They want the position that they have acquired since the 
colonial era to remain intact, free from any coveting and sabotage. 
On the other hand, the new colonialists, i.e. the U.S. imperialists, 
being amongst the biggest consumers of raw materials in the 
world, cannot accept that the Congo and its potential remain out 
of their direct control. 

The two contending parties are thus fighting each other: one in 
order to maintain its position, the other in order to conquer this 
position. 

Indeed, the inter-imperialist contention for hegemony over the 
Congo is not a new phenomenon, it dates very far back. The only 
thing is that a certain number of obstacles and some historical cir- 
cumstances had prevented it from gaining momentum. In 1885, 
the Colonial Conference of Berlin made the Congo the property 
of the King of Belgium. Even then, the huge wealth of the Congo 
had aroused the greed of the other colonialists. Thus, Leopold the 
II had to fight against France over Dubangei, against the British, 
who had designs about Katanga, and against Portugal. The origin 
of European contention for the Congo can be traced back to this 
period. But because it is of little interest to us, we will not analyse 
its schemes now. Today, it is the struggle between the old Belgian 
colonialists and the U.S. imperialists which is relevant; it is this one 
struggle which is important. 

It must be remembered that the colonialist designs of the U.S. 
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imperialists in the Congo are not a new phenomenon. They 
became known in the beginning of the 20th century. At that time, 
a public opinion favourable to U.S. colonisation of the Congo 
gained momentum amongst the ruling circles of Washington. It 
was between the two world wars that the U.S. designs were made 
public in the March 1921 issue of the magazine Negro World. J.D. 
Thomas, journalist for the monopolies, wrote in particular: "In- 
capable of ruling its colony, to develop it or to efficiently work to 
improve the conditions of the natives, Belgium should hand over 
the Congo to the United States. Under the leadership of the 
United States, the Congo would make U.S. trade independent of 
Europe and would provide it with abundant raw materials and 
numerous markets; it would make necessary the creation of a 
merchant navy which would allow us to seize monopoly over 
world trade." 

This dream of the Americans could not come true at that time, 
because the Congo was, in accordance with the Berlin Charter, 
property of the Belgian monarchy. Since 1908, the Congo was 
already secured as a Belgian colony. Therefore, the Americans had 
to be patient and they prepared themselves to concretise their 
dream once Belgian power over the Congo had weakened, i.e. 
after the Congo gained independence. 



Independence and the U.S. Attempts 



On June 30, 1960, the Congo won independence and was 
recognised by the U.S. who immediately established diplomatic 
relations. Because of the difficulties generated by the Katangese 
secession and the aggression by the Belgian troops, the Prime 
Minister of the time,, Patrice Lumumba, went to the United 
Nations, and from there visited the United States. 

When he was in Washington, Lumumba had discussions with 
the monopolist authorities of the White House aboutthesituation 
in the Congo. As expected, the U.S. government seized the oc- 
casion and made proposals concerning U.S. investments in order 
to "ensure" the fast development of the Congo, a rich country 
which had been held back for a long time by the "Belgian 
colonialists". 

Lumumba promised them that he would first discuss the issue 
with the members of his government and that he would answer 
them through diplomatic channels. Back in the Congo, he 
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denounced the neo-colonialist designs of the U.S. monopolists: 
"Ihey wanted to buv the Congo: they wanted to bribe us with 
millions. But ! refused. I he Congolese oeopie wii! never accept to 
move from one 1 colonisation f o another." 

Nothing else was needed. rU e nonopo'if r>- reaped mat 
' !.;,.>• i-h,-;'<. presence a? the helm ol the ccn.nrr ir.;-:..t> ;ht ' n '<v. 
■ :■'■,<: n : m possible. \\ : irou' deb:- , (he- b' S. m'--" v .-i t rrlleoeo 




:,,. , f hi' s;?u<." o! a iierce bast.e bc..'-\v!i cm( ■• ; ov-.,' '• s 
,,,-;(! !he:r -^eodv competitor*, (he U.S. -T.onupoii^ t-et us r. •'. 
sf-c how this bo: tic is developing;. 



The Invisible Battle Waged Through the Lackey Politicians' Groups 



The battle between the old Belgian colonialists and the U.S. 
imperialists is not fought openly, for everyone to see, with each 
party having his own troops, so that the winner on the battlefield 
would definitely have the Congo. It is instead fought in the most 
organised, subtle and invisible way for anyone suffering political 
shortsightedness, or who is uninitiated to the intrigues of the 
imperialists. 

In order to win victory over its competitor, each one of the two 
rivals does not import war materials. Instead, each one uses the 
means already available in the Congo. Those means are the 
Congolese themselves, who are already ruling the country or as- 
piring to rule it. The Belgian or U.S. colonialists, manipulate them 
and use them against their opponents. 

The Congo has political leaders. Each one of them has his own 
political and ideological outlook, his own preference in the social 
and economic sphere, his sympathies or repulsion towards 
Belgium, the United States of America, Western Europe or -the 
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socialist camp. Common outlooks and sympathies unite the 
leaders: different ones divide them. 

It is selt-eviden! that leaders with a common outlook, common 
sympathies and preferences and almost the same ideology, 
whatever :'s shade*, will join nto a political group and develop 
sc ! id-- 5 ri-v e 'her for 'aking power, or to ma ntaini-g T i 

Cotv.-o.eso leader^- tee divided into !ou< •ito-jos, >:••< :• 
! ■ • ' ; i Idea 1 - : i e gf o' id 'boe * v mpa! / • ■ ,vi' ~ ~ : y> a v : 



: -)< ■ " -'».'- ; .-ig ' «. ! rouo ; * oro-'U'iH ;an. Its leaders < < •:■ : >■■ • :'■ 
.be .r.'inin$» a"eas ol Conyo, Some of f.iem have beee tor a 
UtiVJ, time part ot he colon ia! administration and 'eel \ erv close to 
the o'( J metropolis and its financial circles owning mining com- 
panies. The others, who came onto the political scene after 
independence, were brainwashed by the Belgian capitalists. Some 
Congolese compradors are shareholders in the same companies 
as the Belgian businessmen. All of them agree that cooperation 
with Belgium is better than that with the United States. In other 
words, according to them, Belgian neo-colonialism is more flex- 
ible than U.S. neo-colonialism! They consider the United States as 
extremely greedy and chauvinistic, capable of swallowing the 
whole Congo. 

The "big finance" group is pro-U.S. It comprises leaders from 
various regions of the Republic, many of whom were civil servants 
under the colonial administration, who have been corrupted by 
big U.S. finance, bribed and made to serve the C.I. A. A 
good number of officers in the Congolese puppet army are also 
part of this group; they are supported by theC.I.A. Thesamething 
for many bourgeois intellectuals. 

The "national traitors" group, for its part is a melting pot of 
Congolese politicians with ambiguous phraseology about 
nationalism. They come from various parts of the country. Some of 
them have been militants in old independence movements. Their 
social and economic programme is quite equivocal. At one time, 
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they stand for economic liberalism, and at another time, they are 
"critical" supporters of "Christian" socialism. Such incoherence 
is a matter of great joy for the U.S. imperialists and the old Belgian 
colonialists. This group offers safeguards to capitalist exploitation. 
For example, when revolutionary war against imperialism as 
represented by the group in power is advancing, the U.S. and 
Belgian imperialists who fear to lose everything by wanting to gain 
too much, get reconciled to the circumstances. In order to face 
the threat of people's war, they unite to put in power one of the 
leaders of the "national traitors" group. They resort to such a 
scheme because this leader, thanks to his nationalist reputation, 
will hoodwink the revolutionaries with some empty phrases about 
nationalism and mislead them into giving up resistance andsac- 
rificing it on the altar of national concord. This is what happened 
in 1962 when the U.S. -Belgian imperialists agreed on Cyrille 
Adoula and made him Prime Minister in orderto put an endtothe 
armed revolution in the eastern part of the country. As leader of 
the government, Adoula promised "Bantu" socialism and the 
continuation along Lumumba's path. But because the tree cannot 
hide the forest, the people found Adoula to be an agent of 
imperialism and took up arms again. 

I he example of Adoula illustrates how the imperialists use the 
national traitors in order to lull the vigilance of the people and 
perpetuate exploitation. Because of the present advance of our 
struggle, it could happen again today. The revolutionaries must be 
on their guard. ' 



The Mission of Each Group 



The three aforementioned groups are the agencies of V.S.- 
Belgian imperialism in the Congo. It is through them that the 
imperialists contend to achieve their respective goals. It is also 
within these groups that they find political leaders that they use as 
spare parts on the Congolese political scene in times of crisis. 

The agents of U.S.-Belgian imperialism are numerous. They are 
recruited in the universities, amongst army officers, civil servants 
and the native capitalists. 

The imperialists have a list of their henchmen. They know their 
personality, their habits and how intelligent each one of them is. 
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When one of them dies, deceives them or goes over to the enemy 
group, they automatically replace him by someone else It is for 

this reason that in the many years since independence 
despite many changes ot governments and leaders, the Congo has' 
not yet found any solution to the evils that the people are 
suffering. No solution has been found precisely because the 
people who successively held power came either from the 

mining" group, or from the "big finance" group or even from 
the national traitors" group, all of which are agencies of inter- 
national imperialism in the Congo. 

In order to maintain their position, the old Belgian colonialists 
strive to put in power a leader of the "mining" group, while the 
U.S. imperialists, because they want to replace the Belgian finan- 
cial circles, wish to have one of theirs in power. 

Therefore, each group has one mission to accomplish once it 
takes power. 

The pro-Belgian block has the mission of safeguarding the 
interests of the Belgian financial circles, of protecting them against 
the amb.t.ons of the U.S. trusts and of restricting investments from 
Washington, so that the Belgian capitalists' position is not jeopar- 
dized. K 

The mission of the "big finance" group is to replace Belgian 
financial circles' domination with the U.S. monopolies' 
domination. As far as the "national traitors" are concerned, they 
have seen what is their use: they come to the help of the two 
other opposing groups whenever they are threatened with the 
loss of everything because of people's revolution. Such is the 
outline of the struggle between the U.S. and Belgian capitalists 
On the other hand, putting aside the three pro-imperialist 
groups there is the fourth one. It is made up of the genuine sons 
of the Congolese people, those who fight both the old Belgian 
colonialists and U.S. imperialism, as well as Congolese reaction 
Those who fight for genuine independence and social liberation' 
This group is called the "people's" group. It comprises the 
workers, peasants, small producers, revolutionary intellectuals 
and the enlightened native anti-imperialist capitalists. Since 
Lumumba's death, the three first groupsalone have particpated in 
holding power, the "people's" group, for its part, has been kept 
away from the affairs of the state. The imperialists fear it 
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The Contradictions Within One Group and Its Loss 
of Power to the Advantage of the Opposing One 



It is essential to emphasize it. Each one of the pro-imperialist 
blocks has a leader. Until 1967, the "mining" group was led by 
Moise Tshombe. Since his death, his responsibilities are looked 
after by someone else, who, for security purposes, does not come 
out into the open. 

The "big finance" group, for its part, is headed by Mobutu. 
Most of his competitors within the group have been eliminated. 
Adoula, former member of the national traitors' group who 
served Mobutu as an ambassador to Washington, had already 
switched camps and had joined the "big finance" group. The CIA 
was grooming him to become Mobutu's successor. But Mobutu 
has alot of experience with intrigues and was very much aware of 
the fact that his masters often use tactics of replacing one puppet, 
whose pro-U.S. policy is becoming too obvious, with another 
one; therefore he quickly realised the risk and had his rival 
poisoned. While these lines are written, Adoula's brain is 
deranged and he doesn't even know where he is nor how to write 
his name. 

The other significant rivals like the ultra-reactionary Nendaka 
and Bomboko have been dismissed. They owe their lives to the 
U.S. embassy in Kinshasa, which warned Mobutu against making 
these two sell-outs disappear. 

Having eliminated most of his dangerous opponents, Mobutu is 
now governing with a bunch of "yes men". The others do not 
show up. They hypocritically obey him, operate in the 
background and wait to have their say. Mobutu has become the 
richest man in Africa and one of the big money-bags in the world. 
He has achieved this through the plunder of the Congo's wealth 
and outright theft of public money. Millions of dollars loaned 
to the Congo for various projects reach the pocket of Mobutu, 
who transfers them into his accounts. During ten years of Mobu- 
tist power, foreign investment has reached 200 billion French 
francs. France accounts for 200 million, against 800 million for the 
German Federal Republic and 8 billion for Belgium. The debt to 
France is 2 billion. Investments aside, the U.S. authorities 
have loaned, through the Export-Import Bank, up to 
800 million dollars. And so on. Despite all these fabulous sums 
16 



still, only 1% of the land is cultivated, while 20% is arable. 

Mobutu's colleagues in the "big finance" group think that he is 
rich enough and hope to take their turn at the helm of the country. 
But Mobutu doesn't see it that way. Faced with this covetousness, 
he organises kidnappings and assassinations of the membersof his 
block whom he suspects to be burning with ambition. The same 
applies for those of the "mining" group whom he thinks are active 
and dangerous. 

Such practices are not unique to Mobutu. They are actions to 
which all agents of imperialism holding powerin theThird World , 
resort. According to the conditions of a given country, the CIA 
also resort to appropriate schemes. Thus, once the contradictions 
within the pro-U.S. group become acute, once the reactionary 
policy of a regime is brought into broad day-light and once the 
people realise the lackey nature of the government and get ready 
to overthrow it, the CIA comes forward and replaces one hen- 
chman with another to continue the same policy under new garb. 
This man will modify some tactics, lull the vigilance of the people 
with insignificant practical welfare measures directly affecting the 
people, such as wage increases, the building of some hospitals or 
bridges, punishment of soldiers who misbehave with the 
population, promises concerning future accomplishments, 
simulated attacks against imperialism and exploitation, the 
propagating of some theories of "local" socialism, the 
rehabilitation of an assassinated patriot like Lumumba, the 
nationalisation of some unimportant companies while letting the 
large monopoly corporations off scot free, etc. 

Let us get back to our problem and say that the struggle for 
power within one group gives the opposing group the op- 
portunity to mobilise the army and seize power. It is because of 
contradictions within the "mining" group that Mobutu and his 
gang took power. It was very simple. In 1965, the"mining" group 
with Tshombe as leader fraudulently won the so-called legislative 
elections. According to the provisions of the bogus constitution, 
Tshombe was to form the government. But Kasa-Vubu, president 
of the Republic and also a member of the "mining" group, ar- 
bitrarily refused to nominate Tshombe as Prime Minister and 
chose instead another member of the "mining" group, named 
Kimba, who therefore came before the parliament for a vote of 
confidence. But under the pressures of the monopolies which 
preferred Tshombe, the parliament rejected him and asked that 
Kasa-Vubu nominate someone who would hold'imajority in the 
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parliament. But again, for the second time, Kasa-Vubu nominated 
Kimba. Such an attitude of Kasa-Vubu was caused by the fear 
generated by Tshombe's manoeuvres. The latter wanted to 
become Prime Minister in order to get elected President at a 
future date. Kasa-Vubu's decision was maintained, partly because 
of the insidious assurances made to him by Mobutu: "Mr. 
President", said Mobutu, "the parliament is attempting a trial of 
forces with you. You therefore have no right to capitulate. You 
must once again give Kimba the responsibility of forming the 
government. He will take all the time required. And if, after that, 
the parliament rejects him for a second time, then we shall act ac- 
cordingly and you shall take your responsibilities. The army is at 
your disposal." 

While the parliament was getting ready for the second vote, 
Mobutu mobilised the army and overthrew Kasa-Vubu, Tshombe 
and all their group. He seized power for himself and his own 
group, and in this way, won a medal from the White House. 



The Rule of the Big Finance Group and the War for 
Hegemony Between the U.S. Imperialists and 
the Old Belgian Colonialists 



Once in power, Mobutu started accomplishing his group's mis- 
sion: to replace Belgian domination with Yankee domination. He 
began by attacking the Belgian mining corporations under the 
hoax of defending the Congo's economic independence. 

But the Belgian financial circles had enough warning and 
therefore, they had no illusions. They were very quick to realise 
that Mobutu's verbiage was all phony, with the sole purpose of 
•winning the people's confidence. They quickly understood that 
Mobutu was trying to obtain the people's endorsement for throw- 
ing out the Belgian corporations so that they could be freely ex- 
ploited by the U.S. monopolies. 

Incapable of getting involved^ with their own troops against 
Mobutu, the Belgian capitalists used their puppets in the 
"mining" group, who proceeded to organise, in the same manner, 
a coup d'etat in order to wipe out the "big finance" group. But 
thanks to the CIA intrigues, the plot was discovered and the 
conspirators were hung. 

As was expected, the failure of the conspiracy and 
the physical liquidation of its protagonists forced the Belgians 
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to resort to violence. In 1967, acting on orders through 
Tshombe, the former police officers and mercenaries of 
Katangese secession, since then incorporated into Mobutu's army 
in order to smash the people's war, rebelled against him, occupied 
Kivu province and set-up a pro-Belgian government which they 
called "Government of Public Salvation". From Kivu, this 
government launched an offensive against the rest of the Congo 
wherever the Belgian interests were threatened by Mobutu for 
the benefit of the U.S. imperialists. 

The first few weeks following the seizure of Kivu were marked 
by very deadly battles between Mobutu's troops fighting for U.S. 
imperialist domination over the Congo and those of Tshombe, 
fighting to safeguard the interests of the old Belgian colonialists 

Hundreds of innocent people lost their lives in this war of 
contention for hegemony in the Congo. 



End of the War for Hegemony 



According to many observers, the continuation of this war 
would have been dangerous for both the old Belgian colonialists 
and the U.S. imperialists. It created ideal conditions for the es- 
calation and victory of the Congolese people's liberation struggle. 
Thus, the two competitors, aware of the risk, started consultation 
in order to stop the war. 

They finally decided to make mutual concessions: on the 
Belgian side, the police officers and mercenaries were ordered to 
evacuate the occupied areas; on the U.S. side, Mobutu 
guaranteed to respect the Belgian financial circles' interests. It is 
no accident that Pierre Davister, Belgian journalist and spokesman 
for Mobutu in Belgium, wrote a few years later: "The possibility of 
friendship for Belgium that exists in the Congo remains intact." 

Open war was thus terminated. 



Neither Victor Nor Vanquished 



If one arithmetically analyses the figures to find out which of the 
two rivals came out as a winner, or loser, from the war for 
hegemony, the following points come to the fore: 

Until 1965, before Mobutu took power, 96% of the $9 billion 
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invested in Congo belonged to Belgium. 

Second came the non-Belgian corporations such as British 
Tanganika Concession, Anglo-South-Africa Lonrho, Nippon Min- 
ing Company and Sodico Company of Japan. Direct U.S. 
investments then accounted only for 1% of the total. 

But thanks to Mobutu's accession to power, they significantly 
expanded. Since 1970, U.S. investments have reached over $1 
billion, most of which are in the mining sector. Today, the U.S. 
trusts have control over the concessions for most of the rare metals 
with strategic importance for manufacturing nuclear 
weapons: they hold 100% of cobalt, 90% of uranium, 87% of 
diamond, 79% of tantalum, 64% of manganese, 50% of tin and 
lithium concessions, and so on. 

Mobutu is bending over backwards in order to ensure U.S. 
supremacy over the Congo. All the pro-Belgian elements in the 
Mouvement Populaire de la Revolution, political party of U.S. 
obedience, are continuously dismissed and replaced with pro- 
U.S. elements. The key ministerial positions through which U.S. 
consolidation can be accomplished are given to people of the big 
finance group. 

On the political front, Belgian influence is decreasing with every 
passing day, while the U.S. position is gaining strength. But this 
does not mean that the Belgian financial circles have lost 
everything. 

As part of his fight against Belgium in order to open the door for 
U.S. exploitation, Mobutu had "nationalised" the "Union Miniere 
du Katanga". In its place, he set-up the "Generale Congolaise des 
Minerais": Geocomin. 

But in the 1967 agreement, Mobutu reassured the Belgians and 
told them that their company had not been nationalised, but 
"Congofised", and that its name alone had been changed and a 
Congolese nominated as manager. He said that the Belgians still 
had, just as in the past, the monopoly over extraction, financial ad- 
ministration, marketing and control. 

On the other hand, the Belgian financial circles still controlled 
many subsidiaries of the "Union miniere", representing a capital 
of hundreds of million of Belgian francs. To this, one must add a 
number of other domains throughout the Congo, not to mention 
the 8 billion invested by Belgium during the ten years Mobutu has 
been in power. 

Therefore, despite some U.S. victories here and there and des- 
pite the success of the Belgian counter-offensive here and there, 
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there is no victor and no vanquished, in the real sense of 
these words, 3*s was the case between the French and the 
Americans in Viet Nam. In the same way, the Belgian counter- 
offensive has not yet dismantled the strategic positions seized by 
the U.S. imperialists. The struggle is going on, politically as well as 
economically. 



II 

People's War Against 
U.S. — Belgium Exploitation 



In the previous pages, we discussed what interest the Congo 
represents for foreign exploiters, for the political groups created 
by the imperialists to ensure their domination and their conten- 
tion through these groups. We also saw that the pro-imperialist 
leaders have an army, playing the role of watchdog and protector 
of the monopolies. Whenever the people rise against exploitation, 
the group in power uses the army to suppress this popular action. 
Various attempts by the people to seize power from the hands of 
the reactionary block by following the peaceful road, did not give 
any results; quite the contrary, they were drowned in an ocean of 
bloodshed. 

This situation has brought the people face to face with two alter- 
natives: either capitulate before reactionary violence, or resist to 
achieve liberation. They chose resistance. As everybody knows, 
they created their own army which is now waging a resistance war 
for national liberation. 

This resistance has always been a matter of great concern for the 
U.S. -Belgian imperialists. In order to protect their interests they 
supply their lackey regime with the most sophisticated war 
material. Granting this highly superior equipment with the aim of 
suppressing the people's refusal to bow down before the will of 
their exploiters, has made many observers doubtful about the final 
outcome of the war. 

Many are asking whether the Congolese people will win victory 
or whether the imperialist forces will win. Others ask whetherthe 
Congo will survive such greedy, criminal and powerful enemies. 
Such are the questions that our Congolese brothers, as well as 
many personalities in Africa and throughout the world are asking. 
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Our answer to these questions is: in the present war, the victory 
will be won by the side which is favoured by the balance of forces; 
by the side which will bring together the necessary conditions for 
the final triumph. 

Such being the situation, let us now look into the relations of 
forces between the two warring sides. 



The Balance of Forces 



In the present war, each side has its strong and weak points, its 
advantages and disadvantages. To find out who is going to win, it is 
essential to first analyse the two opposing forces, and in this way, 
isolate what is the nature of the advantages and disadvantages of 
each one, and finally assess which one has a solid basis for victory. 

As far as the imperialists are concerned, we have explained that 
they act in the Congo through their agents entrenched in three 
groups. In the present war, it is through them that they fight the 
people. Even when they are forced to intervene physically, they 
do it by hiding behind these men and carrying the banner of 
legitamacy. Thus, after the U.S.-Belgian aggression (November 24. 
1964) against the revolutionary forces at Kisangani, the Belgium 
and U.S. governments justified themselves in this way: "We 
interfered militarily following the request of the 'legal' Congolese 
government led by Moise Tshombe". 

We should not forget this point. When we talk about warring 
forces, we mean the antagonistic classes of Congolese society, 
some of which are fighting for national liberation and the well-be- 
ing of the people, the others for imperialist domination and ex- 
ploitation in the Congo. 

Classes fighting for liberation and the well-being of the people 
jre called people's forces; they belong to the "people's" group. 

The ones fighting for imperialist domination over the Congo are 
called the forces of imperialism; they belong to the "mining", 
"big-finance" and "national traitors" groups. 
The people's forces are composed of five classes: the working 
class, the peasantry, the petty-bourgeoisie, the lumpen proletariat 
and a portion of the national, anti-imperialist bourgeoisie. The 
revolutionary intellegentsia is also a part of the people's forces. 
Ihese classes ot forces are waging war against imperialism for 
independence and freedom. This gives them courage, the staun- 
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chest fighting spirit and the highest sense of sacrifice. They 
represent over 70% of the total population. 

The working class and the peasantry are exploited by 
imperialism. The petty-bourgeoisie is threatened with ban- 
kruptcy. The lumpen proletariat is condemned to unemployment. 
The national bourgeoisie's development is hindered by the 
capitalist monopolies. 1 he intelligentsia is oppressed because of 
its anti-imperialist and progressive tendencies. 

At the present time, the people's forces have very serious 
weaknesses on the material front: their weaponry is weak com- 
pared to that of the enemy. Their troops are mainly made up of 
men coming from the peasantry having had no military training in 
camps, and their level of organisation is not up to the re- 
quirements of the war. This is clearly manifested on the military, 
economic and propaganda fronts. On the other hand, because 
their war is against international imperialism, itenjoysthesupport 
of the world's people who form the majority in Asia, Africa, 
Europe, America and Oceania. 

As to the forces of imperialism, they are composed of the com- 
prador, bureaucrat bourgeoisie, and the native capitalists sold out 
to imperialism. The bourgeois intelligentsia sides with these 
forces. 

I hese classes, as agents of imperialism in the Congo, are waging 
war against the people in order to perpetuate foreign domination 
and exploitation. They represent only 20% of the population. 

On the political and economic front, they hold state power and 
have huge material and financial resources. This allows them to 
recruit numerous and well-trained troops, equipped with guns, 
tanks and modern artillery. The Congolese puppet army is the best 
equipped in all of Africa, south of the Sahara. It can mobilise over 
one hundred thousand troops. 

On the military, economic and propaganda fronts, its level of 
organisation is up to the requirements of the war. But on the inter- 
national front, it only enjoys the support of reaction, which is 
repudiated by the majority. 

Such are. in the main the features of the two opposing forces. 

From this we can see that each of the two warring sides has its 
weak points and strong points. Thus, victory can only belong to 
the side whose advantages will outweigh the weaknesses, whose 
essential points will be dominant compared to its secondary 
points. 

Let us thus make an objective comparison of each of the warring 
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sides' advantages and weaknesses. 
The people's forces have the following advantages: 

1. They are waging a just war against exploitaiton and for 
independence and liberation. 

2. They represent the majority of the population and form an 
anti-imperialist United Front in which over 70% of the population 
is participating. 

3. They have a people's army made up of sons of the exploited 
classes having the staunchest fighting spirit. 

4. They have the support of the vast majority of the world's 
people. 

Their weak points are: 

1. They have an army which is insufficiently trained and poorly 
equipped. 

2. On the militay, economic and propaganda fronts, they are 
not well organised. 

On the other hand the forces of imperialism have the following 

weaknesses: 

1. They are waging an unjust reactionary war, for imperialist ex- 
ploitation and domination. 

2. Their army has no fighting spirit comparable to that of the 
people's army. The soldiers of this army are mainly sons of the ex- 
ploited blindly obeying, and as soon as they become conscious of 
the fact that they are fighting on behalf of forces opposite to their 
interests, they desert and go over to the people's forces. In 1964, 
in the first phase of our war, thousands of enemy soldiers came 
forward to join our ranks. 

3. The forces of imperialism are a minority, representing only 
20% of the population. 

4. On the world scale, they are supported by the minority 
counter-revolution and have more enemies than friends. 

5. The have no real United Front and are weakened by the con- 
tradictions dividing their masters for hegemony over the Congo. 

6. Because they are fighting for imperialist domination, they 
enjoy no support from the masses who decide the victory in any 
war. 

And here are their advantages: 

1. they have modern armaments 

2. numerous and well-trained troops 

3. as well, good organisation on every front. 

This comparison on the relations of forces between the two war- 
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ring sides leads us to the three following observations: 
First observation: The points which represent an advantage for 

the people's forces are weaknesses for the forces of imperialism, 

while those which are weaknesses for the forces of imperialism are 

advantages for the people's forces. 

Second observation: The people's forces have two weaknesses 

and four advantages, while the forces of imperialism have six 

weaknesses and three advantages. Therefore, the forces ot 

imperialism beat the record in weak points. 

Third observation: The advantages of the people s forces are 
political and moral, while those of the imperialist forces are 
material and organisational. This shows that the advantages of the 
people's forces are on the essential points, while those of the 
imperialist forces are on secondary points. 

For us, the revolutionaries, the essential points in the war are: 
the support of the people, the just character of the war, the high 
fighting spirit, the sense of sacrifice, the consciousness of the 
cause for which we fight and the support which this cause enjoys 
from the majority of the people both insideand outsidethecoun- 
try. 

For the reactionaries, the essential points are: quality and quan- 
tity of armaments and training of troops, a sense of having an 
organisation capable of meeting the requirements of the war and 
a well orchestrated propaganda, all of which for us are secondary. 

The nature of these two types of points leads the observers to 
most diversified outlooks regarding the final outcome of the war. 
Those who stick to militarism and over-estimation of the im- 
portance of weapons declare that because of the quality and 
quantity of their armaments and troops, the forces of imperialism 
alone are in a good situation to achieve victory. The shortcoming 
of such a statement is that it only considers the material side. 

Since the Great October Revolution led by Lenin, the ex- 
perience of revolutionary struggle teaches us the following 
truth- "Without having any weapons in the beginning, the 
people end up by defeating the reactionary forces equ.pped with 
ultra-modern armaments. The masses of the people, armed with 
machetes and spears, ended up by winning victory against 
imperialism, with guns, tanks and advanced artillery at its dis- 
posal." 

This truth has been tested in many countries. 
In China, when the Chiang Kai-shek reactionaries were im- 
posing civil war on the Chinese people, the balance of forces was 
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unequal; the reactionaries had superiority. They had a army of 
more than four million men. They controlled areas with a 
population representing over two-thirds of the country. They had 
seized the equipment of more than a million soldiers of the in- 
vading Japanese army and they received massive aid from U.S. 
imperialism. The Chinese People's Liberation Army, led by the 
Communist Party and Chairman Mao Tsetung, was by far inferior 
to Chiang Kai-shek's army from the point of view of numbers and 
equipment. The liberated areas under its control were also much 
smaller than that of the Kuomintang. But after the fierce struggle 
ot the Chinese people, the powerful enemy was defeated and 22 
years of domination by the reactionary Chiang Kai-shek dynasty 
was put to an end. 

Despite extremely difficult conditions and after a long and 
fierce struggle of eight years, 1946-1954, the Vietnamese people 
led by Uncle Ho finally defeated the French colonialists supported 
by the U.S. imperialists, thereby putting an end to more than 
eighty years of French colonialist domination in the northern part 
of Viet Nam. 

In Albania, the huge nazi-fascist armed forces of occupation 
were greeted by a armed uprising of the Albanian people when 
they invaded the country. Though equipped with guns and tanks, 
and having more than 360,000 soldiers, the occupation army was 
confronted by the Albanian guerillas' resistance. Their guerillas 
were by far inferior to the nazis from the point of view of ar- 
maments, numbers and military organisation. At the cost of a 
fierce resistance and innumerable difficulties, the Albanian 
people led by their Communist Party and Comrade Enver Hoxha, 
threw the occupiers out of their motherland and raised high the 
banner of liberation, socialism and proletarian internationalism. 

At the beginning of the Algerian people's struggle against the 
French colonialists, the partisans were only three thousand strong. 
The French colonialists threw an army of 800 thousand men into 
the battle. Despite this huge number, the Algerian people's 
revolutionary torrent forced France to admit Algeria's 
independence and put an end to a hundred and thirty years of 
colonial domination. 

During the Second World War, Hitlerite Germany, Japan and 
Italy had skilled military staff and well-trained soldiers. Their fate, 
however is known to everybody; they were defeated. 

In South Viet Nam, the U.S. imperialists had more than one 
million troops at their disposal, as well as ultra-modern material, 
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unequalled military organisation and an economy capable of sus- 
taining the war effort. Despite all this material advantage, they 
suffered a crushing defeat at the hands of the Vietnamese people, 
a people much inferior to them in terms of material. 

The same thing was repeated in Cambodia and Laos. 

I n the Portuguese ex-colonies, the colonialists were shamelessly 
defeated, despite the support of the NATO imperialist powers. 

All this is ample proof that quality and quantity of armaments, 
numbers and training of troops, high level of military organisation 
and a good propaganda system are useless if the fighting spirit of 
one's army is low, if one is weakened by internal contradictions, if 
the soldiers are deserting and going over to the enemy; if there are 
more enemies than friends, if there is rio support from the people 
and if one is in a minority position waging an unjust war. 

Such are the historical teachings of war between the people and 
the forces of reaction and imperialism. 



Who is Going to Win Victory 



In the present war, even if our armaments and troops are 
inferior to those of the enemy, we have the inextinquishable 
moral resources which constitute the decisive factor in any trial of 
forces between parties, classes and peoples. We have the courage, 
fighting morale, spirit of sacrifice, support of the people and world 
public opinion as well as the people's United Front. 

By persisting in the war and increasing the level of mobilisation 
of the masses, we will be able to develop our material potential, 
reduce our weaknesses and reverse the balance of forces to our 
advantage. 

Based on our own experience from 1964, when we started with 
no weapons at all and succeeded in liberating three quarters of the 
country, we can conclude that in the present war, victory will 
belong to the forces of the people. Nevertheless, our victory is also 
linked with these three factors: 

1. We must strengthen the unity of the revolutionary forces and 
organise them so that they can meet the requirements of the war. 
Victory in a revolutionary war requires a good organisation and 
careful preparation. The support, both moral and material, that we 
can get from the friendly countries of the socialist camp and from 
the peoples of the world, will contribute greatly to the success of 
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our struggle, but the final victory will be decided by ourselves, by 
our will to rely on our own forces and by our perfect and straight- 
forward unity based on principles freely agreed upon. 

2. We must accept all sacrifices and all deprivations of any type 
and wage a protracted war until victory, without any wavering. 
The protracted character of the war will steel our cadres and 
fighters and will worsen the difficulties of the enemy. It will in- 
crease our advantages and reduce our weaknesses. 

3. We must strengthen propaganda work as well as political and 
ideological work so as to oppose any evil ideas and destroy all 
weeds capable of disorganising the struggle and delaying the vic- 
tory of the revolution. 

The bureaucrats, the opportunists, and the wavering and 
defeatist elements must be kept away from the leadership of the 
movement. The traitors must be severly punished. 



Ill 

Socialism or Capitalism? 



Now that we know which forces are going to win in the Congo, 
another question comes to the fore. What will happen to the 
Congo after the people's victory? Will it take the socialist road or 
the capitalist road? The answer to this question is of cardinal im- 
portance, since it is always with a very definite future in mind that a 
country takes up struggle. Any .evolutionary movement fighting 
without knowing the final outcome of its struggle, its future, can- 
not win real victory. It is for a bright future that the war is waged to- 
day between the exploited and the exploiters of the world. 
Because if everybody had decent food and clothing, and if 
everybody had a better life and if there were no oppressed and 
oppressing, exploited and exploiting classes, no rich or poor, 
then, there would be no wars, just or unjust. The non-antagonistic 
contradictions in the human society would be resolved by means 
other than war. 

Today, the contradiction between socialism and capitalism is 
the basis of all present world developments. It is thus important to 
look into the question of socialism and capitalism in the Congo. 

The war that we are now waging is a national and democratic 
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revolution. Our goal in this revolution is the following: 

1. Throw out the forces of imperialism and reaction. 

2. Seize power from the hands of the lackeys of imperialism, 
traitors to the Congolese nation. 

3. Transform the neo-colonised Congo into a genuinely 
democratic and independent country. 

Such are the three tasks that the national democratic revolution 
must accomplish. These tasks, by their very nature, are political 
and not social. Therefore, the present revolution is a political 
revolution, and not a social one. 

After the completion of these tasks, i.e. after our victory, there will 
then be two roads: the capitalist road land the socialist road. 

Is it possible, after victory in the present democratic revolution, 
to take the road of building a capitalist society under the dic- 
tatorship of the bourgeoisie? Of course not. 

The road of building a capitalist society under the dictatorship 
of the bourgeoisie was the old road followed by the old democ- 
racies of Europe and America after the victory of their bourgeois 
revolutions. In the present era, the national as well as international 
situation forbid the Congo to follow such an already old road, and 
this, for three reasons: 

First: The masses of the people making up over 70% of the 
Congolese population, oppressed by foreign forces and subjected 
to the dictatorship of the bourgeois bureaucratic agents of 
imperialism, will never accept to change one dictatorship for 
another one, whatever its nature. 

Second: The building in the Congo of a capitalist society under 
bourgeois dictatorship capable of competing with international 
capitalism would not be allowed by the international monopolist 
bourgeoisie. 

Imperialism is on its deathbed. Therefore, it must rely on the 
wealth of Congo and other neo-colonies in order to survive. For 
this reason, it will oppose the establishment of a capitalist society 
in Congo which would use the wealth of the country for its own 
development. Such a development would deprive imperialism of 
one of its important means of survival. 

Third: The present international situation is mainly 
characterised by the struggle between capitalism and socialism, by 
the downfall of capitalism and the rise of socialism. Capitalism is 
dying and being superceded by socialism. Given these conditions, 
to take the road of building a capitalist society would be a step 
backward, and nonsense. It would be like trying to push backward 
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the wheel of history. 

Furthermore, capitalism means exploitation. Wherever there is 
exploitation, there is struggle. If capitalism were established after 
the revolution; the masses, exploited under this system, would be 
forced to rise and start a second civil war after the victory in the 
first one. It is therefore imperative to settle accounts with 
capitalism once and for all. 

After the victory of the democratic revolution, we will thus 
immediately start the socialist revolution. The two phases of 
revolution will have to follow one another without bourgeois dic- 
tatorship in between. 

The present democratic revolution is the preparation for the 
socialist revolution, and the socialist revolution will be the natural 
outcome of the democratic revolution. It is socialism which will 
win over capitalism, and not the other way around. 

Socialism will triumph and this is consistent with the facts, but 
what kind of socialism: "African", "Christian" or "national"? This 
question hardly needs answer. The question of socialism has 
already generated lots of discussion. Some even talk about a 
'•'critical" socialism, in order to so-called respect the local par- 
ticularities. This plethora of names is pure distortion. Far from be- 
ing multiform, socialism can only be scientific. An electonic 
machine operates according to scientific laws of its own. Socialism 
also exists only in accordance with certain basic laws applying to all 
countries without exception. These laws have been formulated by 
The Communist and Workers' Parties in a Declaration adopted in 
November 1957, a Declaration reflecting the already acquired ex- 
perience in the building of socialism in the light of Marxism- 
Leninism. They are the following: 

1. Seizure of political power by the working class, es- 
tablishment of the dictatorship of the proletariat, democracy for 
the workers, and leading role of the Marxist-Leninist Party. 

2. Alliance of the working class with the basic masses of the 
peasantry and all other working masses. 

3. Abolition of capitalist property and establishment of social 
property of the main means of production. 

4. Gradual socialist transformation of agriculture on the basis of 
cooperation. 

5. Planned development of the national economy, oriented 
towards the construction of socialism and communism, towards 
the raising of the working people's standard of living. 

6. Socialist revolution on the ideological and cultural front, and 
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creation of a large contingent of intellectuals dedicated to the 
working class and people, to the cause of socialism. 

7. Liquidation of the national yoke and establishment of 
equality and fraternal bonds between people. 

8. Consolidation and development of the socialist state, 
defence of the achievements of socialism against the en- 
croachments of internal and external enemies. 

9. Solidarity between the working class of a given country with 
the working class of other countries: proletarian internationalism. 

Wherever these laws are not applied, there can be no socialism. 
And such is the type of socialism which we will have to establish 
after victory. | 

On the other hand, socialism does not reject local par- 
ticularities. They can manifest themselves in the forms and 
methods of socialist construction. "All nations will arrive at 
socialism this is inevitable," Lenin said "but all will do so in not ex- 
actly the same way, each will contribute something of its own to 
some form of democracy, to some variety of the dictatorship of the 
proletariat, to the varying rate of socialist transformation in the 
different aspects of social life." (1) Differences in the practical 
methods for socialist construction can show up for example in the 
forms taken of the management of production, in such and such 
method of agricultural cooperation, but the dictatorship of the 
proletariat, the abolition of private ownership of the means of 
production, the collectivisation of agriculture and the other basic 
laws of continuity, etc. constitute what is applicable to all coun- 
tries and without which no socialism can exist. 



Socialism and Nationalisation 



Another question which gives rise to a lot of controversy and 
which is confounded is the question of nationalisation. If a certain 
African country nationalises a bank or some private company, it is 
shouted: "Oh, that country has become socialist!" Again, this is a 
misunderstanding. 

Nationalisation, in its social aspect, creates the material con- 
ditions for socialism. But its implementation does not mean the es- 
tablishment of socialism. Some capitalist countries also undertake 
nationalisation. 

In France, measures of nationalisation began during the period 
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that followed World War I. Various firms in Alsace and Lorraine 
were then put into the hands of the French state and were given 
the status of state institutions (production of potash, nitrogen, 
etc.). 

The victory of the popular front in 1936 led to the broadening 
of the state sector. The state created a nationalised aeronautic cor- 
poration, reformed the status of The Bank of France and 
inaugurated the national corporation of French railroads. The 
Defence Ministers were given the right to nationalise the war in- 
dustries. The Minister of Navy used this right and nationalised the 
torpedoes plant. The Minister of ground forces nationalised some 
very specialised firms. The Minister of air forces incorporated all 
aeronautical factories into the state sector. After Germany's 
defeat, the resistance organisations demanded nationalisation 
and right after liberation, the coal mines of the North and of the 
Pas de Calais were put under the responsibility of the state with the 
November 11th, 1944 Decree. As reprisals against the 
collaborators, their firms were nationalised; the Renault cor- 
poration, as well as the Cynome and Rhone corporation were 
nationalised. The German owned portion of capital in the French 
dye industry became state property and the "Fracolor" cor- 
poration was founded. The 1945 elections brought about the 
nationalisation of the Bank of France, as well as four large credit 
institutions, the electricity, gas and coal industries and the in- 
surance companies. 

The March 17, 1946 legislation marked the final nationalisation 
of the coal industry. 

In England, the development of state property also dates back to 
the World War II period. In 1943, already the state portion of the 
capital invested in the aeronautical, aircraft engines and related 
industries represented one third of the total. Large scale nat- 
ionalisation of industry and transportation only started after the 
war. Between 1943 and 1951, the Labour government nationalised 
the coal and gas industries, power production, road and rail 
transportation, as well as the metallurgical industry, the same fate 
for the Bank of England and telecommunications. Three public 
companies were created for the management of civilian air traffic. 
Atomic industry was put under direct state control. 

In Italy, the crisis of the 30's led to a wide-scale nationalisation of 
the economy. In order to save the banks from bankruptcy, the 
State Institute for Industiral Reconstruction was created (S.I.I.R.). 
The S.I.I.R. was supposed to reorganise and streamline the ban- 
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king system and to liquidate the majority of the banking 
institutions. As a state body, it enjoys special legal powers. Most of 
the financial institutions operating in sectors where the state has 
some interests, are depending on the S.I.I.R. In 1954, the S.I.I.R. 
controlled construction firms, were hiring 75,000 workers, i.e. 15% 
of all workers in this sector; in the iron and steel industry, the 
corresponding figures were 43,850 workers, for a percentage of 
43%; 38% in sea transport and 52% in the telephone industry. 

In the iron and steel industry, the firms controlled by the "Fin- 
sider" finance corporation, founded by the S.I.I.R., were putting 
out 48.2% of all the steel ingots output. In the moulding foundry 
production, the share accounted for by "Tinsider" is much higher, 
around 74.8%. Finally, in many other branches of mechanical 
construction, the share of S.I.I.R. varies between 20% and 50% of 
the total output. 

In the United States of America, the government owns quite a 
few hydro-electric installations (15% of total power output), as 
well as a few large credit institutions and part of the hydro-technial 
works and some railroads. 

Certain key branches of industry, including the nuclear industry 
and the main war related factories, belong entirely to the state, the 
state factories, which are mainly war related factories, produce 
more than $950 million a year, i.e. 92% of all the state enterprises 
processing industry (1955). According to 1956 data, the state firms 
were divided between the various sectors in this way: agriculture, 
forests and fishing: 117; mining: 11; construction, 981; proces- 
sing, 662; transportation, communications and other public use 
industries: 6,061; wholesale trade: 13; retail trade: 298; sundry ser- 
vices: 1085; etc. 

In Austria, after World War II, the democratic parties holding 
power adopted a legislation on nationalisation. 98% of the iron 
and steel production were nationalised, 98% of non-ferrous 
metals, 91% of oil extraction and refining, 98% of coal extraction, 
88% or power industry, 31% of mechanical construction plants and 
steel assembly plants, a good portion of the chemicals industry, 
Danube Shipbuilding as well as most of the electrical power 
installations. 

In Belgium, the railroads and the issuing bank are nationalised. 
The share of the state in capital investments went from 12% in 1958 
to 25% in 1953. The Belgian state has many methods to influence 
investments. 
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Such are, in the main, a few typical cases illustrating 
nationalisations in some capitalist countries. 

Can we conclude, from these, that France, England, Italy, the 
USA, Austria and Belgium are already socialist? Of course not. The 
truth is known. The nationalisation in the capitalist coun- 
tries have the goal of streamlining the private monopoly capitalist 
industry by the state and are used to save certain tycoons from 
bankruptcy. The monopoly capitalist agrees with partial 
nationalisation when, in the overall, it is profitable. Even when 
nationalisation is made as a result of pressures by the masses of the 
people, this general truth is not contradicted. 

The bourgeois nationalisation requires huge state expenditures 
for the renewal of fixed capital in the branches of industry with 
high organic composition of capital; such expenditures would be 
unprofitable for private monopolies, but the overall interest of 
monopoly capital requires that the nationalised firms be kept 
functioning. Thus, the taxpayers are paying for the modernisation, 
of the firms that the "expropriated" monopolies thought un- 
profitable to finance. Tremendous compensations are paid out to 
the former owners of the nationalised industries. In this way, these_ 
owners are capable to withdraw their capital from the usually un- 
profitable nationalised firms. The amount of these "compen- 
sations" is much higher than the actual value of the nationalised 
firms; the victims of the nationalisation then invest their capital in 
much more profitable and lucrative businesses. Such is, in the 
main, the actual essence of the state monopoly nationalisation in 
the capitalist countries. 

In the newly independent countries, the problem is quite 
different. The urgent task is to overcome the blatant 
backwardness of the national economy inherited from the 
colonial era, to gradually insure the economic independence and 
to facilitate the transition from small, semi-handicraft produc- 
tion, to large-scale modern production. In order to achieve this 
goal, certain states in Africa, Asia and Latin America nationalise 
certain branches of the economy which formerly belonged to the 
foreign capitalists and invest heavily in the national economy. 
This is what is called "state capitalism". This state capitalism is the 
result of the struggle of the people against the expansion of the 
monopolies, it is of a progressive nature. Nevertheless, this 
progressive nature cannot turn it into a socialist system, because 
the above mentioned laws are not fulfilled. 

Four questions must capture the attention of the revolutionaires 
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as far as nationalisation is concerned: 

1. In whose hands the state power is, 

2. The class nature of the nationalise^ 

3. In whose hands the management of the nationalised firm is 

concentrated, and 

4. The way the nationalised firms are being managed. 

If the government is in the hands of the lackeys of imperialism, 
of the progressive nationalists or of some bourgeois, and not in the 
hands of Marxists, and if the management of the firms is in the 
hands of privileged groups or bourgeois experts, then, in these 
cases, the nationalisation only has a symbolic value, despite its 
progressive character. The representatives of the bourgeoisie 
have always resorted to measures of nationalisation in order to 
divert the attention of the workers and lull their vigilance so that 
the rule of capital is perpetuated. Nationalisations, in themselves, 
can never be equated with socialism. 

If the cap fits, wear it. 



IV 

Communism? 



We now come to another question: the question of com- 
munism in the Congo. People often think that socialism and com- 
munism are two entirely different social systems, that victory of 
one does not mean the victory of the other. There is a tendency to 
tolerate the word "socialism" and to hate the word "com- 
munism", this tendency stems first and foremost, from the 
ignorance of the relationship between socialism and communism. 
Even if there is an actual difference, this notion is wrong anyway. 
Socialism and communism, far from being two entirely separate 
social systems/represent one and the same economic and social 
regime. The establishment of socialism is a sign of the future vic- 
tory of communism. 
The founder of the theory of scientific socialism, Marx, said, 
"Insofar as the means of production become common proper- 
ty, the word 'communism' can be used, provided that it is not 
forgotten that it is not complete communism." (2) This ex- 
planation of Marx means that communism has two phases: the 
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lower phase incomplete, and the higher or complete phase. The 
lower phase, generally called ''socialism", was called bv Marx first 
phase or lower phase of communism. r hat means that socialism is 
an incomplete communism. 

Socialism and communism have many th-ntis ; n common: social 
v"o r )e r fy of the means o'' product on. That is v >•!-••, stv n ism dot". 
••• A hr.ve am exploiting classcv and 'here am orb >• 'if V n -on o 
■; £»l m and commr.jni-m n.'oe y e ;\!rr iror. , "bv s i ie ; i "•• 




•■<■■'.'-: "And so, in she firs! phase o" communis: tac'* 1 ' ■ r - 
called Socialism) "bourgeois right' 5 is no' aboihh-tyJ m "-'s **nt : r <?*•... 
but only in pars, only in proportion to the economic revolt Hon so 
^ar attained, i.e., only in respect of the means of production. 
"Boureois right" recognizes them as the private property of in- 
dividuals. Socialism converts them into common property. To that 
extent — and to that extent alone — "Bourgeois righf ' disappears. 
However, it continues to exist as far as its other part is concerned; 
it continues to exist in the capacity of regulator (determining fac- 
tor) in the distribution of products and the allotment of labour 
among the members of society. The socialist principle: "He who 
does not work, neither shall he eat," is already realized; the other 
socialist principle: "An equal amount of products for an equal 
amount of labour," is also already realized. But this is not yet Com- 
munism, and it does not yet abolish "bourgeois right", which gives 
to unequal individuals, in return for unequal (really unequal) 
amounts of labour, equal amounts of products." (3) 

Socialism also maintains significant differences between life in 
the cities and in the countryside. The consciousness of certain 
people is still affected by old ideas such as egotism, avarice, greed, 
disregard for the interests of others, desire to live at the expense of 
others and so forth. 

A certain social, economic and cultural inequality subsists. Even 
if there is no hostility and antagonism between them, the working 
class, the peasantry and the intellectuals, as a separate group, still 
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exist. Under socialism, the state exists as the dictatorship of the 
working class and of the peasantry, it protects the social system 
against the interna! and externa! enemies, 't manages the 
economy and dea's with a I! the affairs of the country. 

On the other hand, as me socialist society becomes we.ddvcr 
and • t^e icvr : raid 'echmquo o' orociuCJon w:' .yy 
en .v...;h 'o f j!I" i Hisf\ ! he wants of a! 1 members o' sor < •■> 



: \ ■ :. y ••.-') br- \\ >ati<ic<!, ti «di , money and (.».•» ! ;i 
i ..: ;. ■■'■ ■■.>!. ,\\\ the book-keeping 'economic- raic i . ,! ^ ,i c , s. ■_' ■ 
•-. s adsti'js, assessment of economic efficiency) will be bio 
on a pnys ca! unit and a labour unit expended, i.e. will be oas.-.'o < ; ,i 
labour- time. Or course, this will be greatly facilitated by the use or 
the most advanced computers. 

Thus Marx said. "In a higher phase of communist society, after 
the enslaving subordination of the individual to the division of 
labour, and with it also the antithesis between mental and physical 
labour, has vanished; after labour has become not only a means of 
life but life's prime want, after the productive forces have also in- 
creased with the all-round development of the individual, and all 
the springs of co-operative wealth flow more abundantly — only 
then can the narrow horizon of bourgeois right be crossed in its 
entirety and society inscribe on its banners: From each according 
to his ability, to each according to his needs!" (4) 

Furthermore the state which came into being with the division 
of society into classes and which still exists under socialism, will 
disappear under communism. What will materialize is what Engels 
has precisely written. "The state, then , has not existed from all 
eternity. There have been societies that did without it, that had no 
conception of the state and state power. At a certain stage of 
ecomomic development, which was necessarily bound up with 
the cleavage of society into classes, the state became a necessity 
owing to this cleavage. We are now rapidly approaching a stage in 
the development of production at which the existence of these 
classes not only will have ceased to be a necessity, but will become 
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a positive hindrance to production. They will fall as inevitably as 
they arose at an earlier stage. Along with them the state will 
inevitably fall. The society that will organise production on the 
basis of a free and equal association of the producers will put the 
whole machinery of state where it will then belong: into the 
Museum of Antiquities, by the side of the spinning wheel and the 
bronze axe." (5)* 

Such are the differences between socialism and communism, 
their resemblance and the way they are integrated into a single 
whole. 

Thus, if it is true that socialism is the lower phase of communism 
and that this phase will have to be gone through at home after the 
victory of our national and democratic revolution, and if it is true 
that the lower phase develops into the higher phase, it is also true 
that this higher phase will come about in the Congo. 



V 

The Third Road 



While we are predicting the triumph of socialism and com- 
munism, some are contradicting us. In some ill-motivated intel- 
lectual circles, it is said that capitalism and socialism are two 
ideologies and social systems foreign to the Congo and Africa, that 
Congo has no need for capitalism nor for socialism, and that in 
order to emancipate itself, it must open up and follow its own, 

* The quotation from Engels as it appears above is taken from: Engels, 
"The Origin of the Family, Private Property and the State," , K. Marx and 
Fredrich Engels, Selected Works in Two Volumes,Vol. II, Foreign 
Languages Publishing House, Moscow, 1962, p. 322. 

The following is exactly how the quotation appeared in the original 
French version of Who Will Win in Congo-Kinshasa? , p.32.: "Ilyaeudes 
periodes dans I'histoire ou il n'y avait pas encore de classes ni, par conse- 
quent I'Etat. II viendra necessairement un stade nouveau plus eleve du 
developpement historique ou I'Etat cessera d'exister. La dictature du 
proletariat abolira des classes. L'Etat tombe inevitablement avec eile. La 
societe qui reorganises la production sur la base d'une association libre et 
egalitaire des producteurs releguera toute la machine de I'Etat la ou sera 
dorenavant sa place: au musee de Pantiquite, a cote du rouet et de la 
hache de bronze." 

We were unable to find the exact quote in any of Engels' works in our 
possession (publisher). 
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purely Congolese, road. They called this road "genuine 
nationalism". This line is repeated by various circles in the service 
of capital. And even among trTe Congolese revolutionaries, some 
are wondering whether there is some third road which is not 
capitalist nor socialist, but national and Lumumbist. The confusion 
created by this question is such that things must be clarified. 

Capitalism and socialism are not instruments fabricated in one 
country and exported to another. They are two economic and 
social systems determined by the growth and the level of the 
productive forces. 

The former is characterised by the private property of the means 
of production and the latter by the public property of the same. 
These two systems are not the first ones with which social and 
economic systems have started. Before they came into being, 
humanity has gone through the same economic formations, that 
led to capitalism and socialism, no matter the race or the color of 
the skin. 

For thousands of years, the world lived under primitive com- 
munes in a system called: primitive communism. Throughout this 
period, there was no rich and no poor, no exploited and no ex- 
ploiter; in short, there were no social classes. The instruments of 
labour available at that time were extremely rudimentary: sticks, 
flint knives, spears with stone heads, and later, the bow and the 
arrow. The only power used at the time was man's muscular 
strength. The very low level of efficiency of these tools could not 
allow primitive man to fight against the forces of nature in an 
isolated manner.The reality itself was submitting them to collective 
labour (hunting, fishing, etc) and created solidarity and concord 
amongst them, collective labour implied collective property of 
the means of production. In this period everyone was equal, and 
no one could appropriate the implements of production and dep- 
rive the others of them. 

The means of subsistence suppl ied with the primitive tools were 
for consumption alone, and a very miserable consumption. No 
surplus could be seized from the producer's hands for the benefit 
of other members of society. Exploitation of others' labour was 
unknown to the primitive commune. Any repressive force was 
useless and there was no government. Everybody was working 
together. The only recognised division of labour was that based on 
age, and the old people had the role of guides. 

As time went by, the primitive commune started to disintegrate. 
Man struggled with nature, and little by little, they learned how to 
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melt metals. The stone and wood instruments gave way to metal 
tools. Division of labour started to appear: agriculture and hus- 
bandry, and later, the various trades. Exchange developed, first 
between different tribes, and later, within the commune. The 
tribe and the clans was divided into families, each one of whom 
became an economic unit. While production was first and 
foremost geared to satisfy the needs of the commune's members, 
it then became commodity production, increasingly geared 
towards exchange. There was differentiation of labour; private 
property came about, as well as the possibility of exploiting; 
production developed to such an extent that labour-power 
started to yield more than what was necessary for its own sub- 
sistence. The necessity to facilitate the work, to have a larger sur- 
plus for sale, etc., pushed men already owning means of produc- 
tion to take slaves by force. This led to the replacement of the 
primitive commune by the slave society. 

In the slave society, the relations of production had as a basis not 
only the private property of the means of production, but of the 
producers themselves, the slaves. The relations of collaboration 
and solidarity of the primitive commune were replaced by 
relations of domination of one part of society over another, 
relations of exploitation, oppression and fierce hatred. Society 
divided into two antagonistic classes: the slave-owners and the 
slaves. The consciousness of men, not so long ago ignorant of 
egotism under the primitive commune, was transformed into its 
opposite. According to Engels: "The lowest interests — base 
greed, brutal sensuality, sordid avarice, selfish plunder of com- 
mon possessions — usher in the new, civilised society, class 
society; the most outrageous means — theft, rape, deceit and 
treachery — undermine and topple the old, classless, gentile 

society." (6) 

The transition from the primitive commune to slavery 
inaugurated the birth of property, i.e. of individualism on the 
economic front. The slave system brought countless sufferings to 
the working people of the world. And between the 15th and 20th 
century, our country was one of the sources for slavery. During 
this period, more than 30 million Congolese were reduced to 
slavery. Throughout the world, the ferocious exploitation of the 
slaves aroused staunch resistance. In order to repress this resis- 
tance, a special body of coercion was created to replace the old 
administrative organs of the tribes and gentes: the state. Its task 
was to protect the private property of the slave owners and to en- 
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sure the ongoing influx of slaves through turning prisoners into 
slaves. A large number of black slaves sold to Arabic slave owners 
and transported to America had been captured during wars 
between the various leaders of kingdoms and tribes of Africa. 

As opposed to what existed under the primitive commune, 
when people were blindly following the rule of tradition and 
regulations of the tribe, law is brought forward, as a system of 
juridical and legal rules, reflecting the will of the ruling class. New 
customs and an ideology specific to the slave society came about 
and were based on the respect of private property. 

But on the other hand, the slave society marked an important 
progress in the development of humanity. The division of labour 
between agriculture and the various trades as well as between 
these trades themselves was gaining ground. Instruments such as 
the wheeled plow, the harrow and the sickle were invented. 
Thanks to the concentrated labour of a large number of slaves, 
dams and irrigation systems, roads and ships, canals and large city 
buildings were made possible. 

The development of the productive forces under the slave 
society came into contradiction with the relations of production 
i.e. of property. The strides of the productive forces were deman- 
ding, ever more imperatively, that the old relations of production 
be abolished. No force could achieve this but social revolution. 
The motive force of this revolution was none other than the classes 
and strata subjugated by the slave system and interested in its 
overthrow. At the vanguard of this struggle stood the slaves and 
the poorest sections of the labours. As the contradictions of the 
old mode of production were sharpening class struggle was also 
sharpening. It was taking the most varied forms, from the volun- 
tary deterioration of tools to insurrections of tens of thousands of 
people. Finally, the slave system was overthrown following the in- 
surrection of the labouring classes and the invasions by the 
neighbouring tribes which the state could not face, being 
weakened by internal struggles and contradiction. A new social 
system replaced it; feudalism. 

Under feudalism, the relations of production were based on the 
feudal lord's ownership over the means of production, and first 
and foremost, over the land. As opposed to what existed under 
slavery, when the slaves were real "speaking tools", the peasants 
under feudalism were dependent, but had nevertheless a certain 
freedom. The lords had every right over the labour of the peasants 
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who were bound to the land and forced to pay him rents, but 
besides this, the peasant and artisans also had their own 
endeavours. The serf had land whose products he himself owned. 
The particularity of the relations of production was opening new 
perspectives for the development of the productive forces. The 
actual producers had, to a certain extent, interests in the result of 
their labour. The trades made more progress, and supplied 
agricultural implements, ordinary products for use by the lords 
and merchants, and various kinds of wares. The expansion of the 
trades and of commerce contributed to the rise of the cities. 
People learned to smelt iron, to build ships for long journeys; they 
invented the compass, gunpowder and paper etc. 

In our country, this period was marked by the manufacturing of 
iron weapons and tools, of canoes, by the perfection of leather, 
raphia, etc. The colonial despotism and competition from the 
Western industry destroyed our domestic industry. 

Besides the shops of the handcraftsmen, large manufacturers 
sprung up, based, of course, on an artisan technique, but applying 
division of labouron a large scale. Within the feudal system, a new 
mode of production gradually took shape, the capitalist mode of 
production, which demanded the abolition of feudalism. The 
bourgeois class, representative of this new mode of production, 
needed workers free from feudal bondage and having only their 
own two arms. Pushed by hunger and famine, they had to work in 
the factories for wages, instead of paying rents to the feudal lord 
and receiving a small piece of land in exchange. All the social 
classes and strata who were dissatisfied with the feudal class 
gathered around the bourgeoisie. The French Revolution of 1789 
inaugurated the beginning of a new era, the era of capitalism. 

Under this system, the relations of production are also based on 
the private ownership of the means of production, much more ad- 
vanced than before. Large scale mechanised production, based 
first on steam, and later on electricity, and on application of 
science, developed rapidly. Division of labourtook place not only 
within one country, but between the various countries as well, 
which gave rise to the world market and later to a world economic 
system. The capitalist methods of exploitaiton and oppression are 
different than those of feudalism; the non-economic coercion, 
used under feudalism, is abolished. The capitalist does not resort 
to force in order to get someone to work for him. Having no 
means of prpduction, the worker is forced to accept work, under 
the threat of starvation. The relations of exploitation are veiled by 
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the "free" hiring of the workers, by the purchase and sale of their 
labour-power. The transformation of the methods of ex- 
ploitation brought about the transformation of political 
domination. The unlimited power of the slave owner or of the 
hereditary monarchist is replaced by the parliamentary republic. 
There is a universal suffrage political freedoms of citizens, as well 
as their equality before the law, etc. The numerous and remark- 
able achievements of capitalism constitute a great stage in the 
development of mankind's history. 

The substitution, of the capitalist relations of production to the 
feudal ones brought about changes in the economic and social 
structures. The capitalists have become the ruling class. The 
workers constitute the other basic cla'ss of the new society. The 
capitalist class exploits the working class. 

All the necessary material goods produced by the labour of the 
workers are the property of the capitalist. The contradiction 
between the social character of production and the private form 
of ownership have created the irreconcilable antagonism 
between the working class and the capitalist class. The only 
solution to this antagonism is the social ownership of the means of 
production, i.e. socialism. In order to achieve this, there has to be 
a social revolution. In October 1917, the Russian working class 
over-threw the rule of the capitalists and with this, the new system, 
the socialist system began. Such are the main features of the main 
economic systems that Humanity went through until now. 



Ideology 



Every economic system had its own ideas, opinions, social 
theories, i.e. its own ideology. Ideology itself is a set of ideas 
belonging to an economic system of a given era, ideas that reflect 
the mode of production of that era. 

From slavery,, history has gone through feudalism and is nowat 
the level of capitalism. This system has its psychology, its habits, 
traditions, etc. The whole of this constitutes the ideological 
superstructure of the capitalist world's economy, the bourgeois 
(capitalist) ideology is the summation of the habits that spring out 
of the mode of production based on the private property of the 
means of production and the exploitation of man by man. 

On the other hand, under socialism which is characterised by 
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the social ownership of the means of production and the absence 
of exploitation of man by man, the habits, ideas, culture, etc. 
reflect the new collectivist mode of production and constitute an 
opposite ideology: the proletarian (socialist) ideology. 

Besides the social ownership of the means of production, who's 
ideology is socialism, and besides the private property of the 
means of production, whose ideology is liberalism, there is no 
third ideology, no ideology that is neither socialist nor bourgeois. 
The mixed ownership under state control, in certain Third World 
countries, can be either socialist-oriented, or state capitalism. 
There is no third form of property. 

It is therefore self-evident that the theory of being neither left 
nor right, i.e. of not supporting the socialist road of development 
nor the capitalist one, is an arch-reactionary status quo theory. Its 
objective is to keep the country in a perpetual state of foreign ex- 
ploitation, as a source of raw materials for the capitalist powers 
and a dumping ground for their products. This theory as well as 
many other mystifying doctrines will be smashed by the victory of 
the Congolese people. 



VI 

The Significance of 
the People's Victory 



Our analysis has shown that it is the people who will win against 
the forces of imperialism. What will be the significance of this vic- 
tory? 

The victory of the people over the forces of reaction and 
imperialism can never mean only the switching around of men in 
the state apparatus and in the industrial firms by using 
revolutionary slogans, in a most demagogic manner. Neither will it 
mean class collaboration or reconciliation under the hoax of 
"national concord". 

It will mean, on the contrary, the very destruction of the old 
order of things, destruction through which the old contents and 
forms will be replaced by new ones. 

By contents, we mean the economic base, while by forms, we 
mean the political, ideological, legal, etc. superstructure. 

Since the death of Lumumba, all the regimes that have followed 
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stimulate science and give the intellectuals every possibility of 
putting their knowledge at the service of the nation. 

With such a cultural upheaval, the Congolese people will be 
free from the yoke of obscurantism. Such is the third significance 
of the people's victory. 

The Congolese people, once liberated, will not consider 
themselves really free as long as other peoples are still under the 
yoke of exploitation by the dark forces of capitalism and world 
reaction. 

In order to accomplish their internationalist duty, they will 
support all the struggles waged against imperialism and reaction, 
for social liberation and independence. With this support of all 
types, the Congolese people will fulfill their proletarian 
obligations. Such is the fourth significance of the final victory. 

End item. 
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